Family stress model research suggests that parents' exposure to environmental stressors can disrupt key parenting processes. As family stress model scholarship has expanded to include increasingly diverse populations and a wider range of contexts, studies have documented important nuances. One of these nuances concerns U.S. Mexican parents' use of harsh parenting. In the current study, we examined the harshness-as-disruption family stress-model hypothesis, which specifies parental emotional distress as a mediator of positive associations between neighborhood danger and parental harshness. We contrasted this perspective with cultural-developmental perspectives suggesting that harsh parenting may be an important parenting adaptation to dangerous neighborhood environments (harshness-as-adaptation). We tested the harshness-as-disruption hypothesis prospectively, in a sample of U.S. Mexican mothers (N ϭ 749) and fathers (n ϭ 579) with children in the late childhood to early adolescent age-range. Both mothers and fathers demonstrated higher levels of depression symptoms in the face of neighborhood danger. Fathers' harsh parenting, however, was unrelated to neighborhood danger or depressive symptoms. All mothers demonstrated some evidence of the harshness-as-disruption family stress process. For highly familistic mothers, however, harsh parenting may reflect a combination of harshness-as-disruption and harshness-as-adaptation processes. This combined interpretation is consistent with culturaldevelopmental models highlighting structural inequalities that filter families of color into lowerresourced, more stressful environments, but simultaneously recognizing that families' and communities' adapting cultural systems support parenting responses to such circumstances.
critical to advancing family sciences: whereas policies and programs may be needed to prevent parenting disruptions, family psychologists would need to exercise considerable restraint relative to preventing parenting adaptations. Restraint may be especially important in light of evidence that such parenting adaptations promote positive adolescent adjustment or mitigate maladjustment (Carlo, White, Streit, Knight, & Zeiders, 2017; Gonzales et al., 1996; White et al., 2015 White et al., , 2016 ). In the current study, we sought to address Masarik and Conger's (2017) call for additional empirical evaluations of FSM nuances by focusing on U.S. Mexican parents' use of harsh parenting in response to neighborhood danger during their children's late childhood and early adolescence. U.S. Mexicans are diverse in their use of harshness and prior FSM research, some conducted with the current sample, demonstrates considerable gaps in understanding of the psychological mechanisms underlying harsh parenting (White, Roosa, & Zeiders, 2012; White et al., 2015) . Further, it is important to study parental harshness in late childhood to early adolescence because it is common in these age groups, declining significantly as youth transition into middle adolescence (Molnar, Buka, Brennan, Holton, & Earls, 2003) , at which point its developmental meaning may shift.
Harshness-as-Disruption
The FSM was developed to examine the impact of economic stress on families, but applies to diverse environmental stressors, including threatening aspects of the ambient neighborhood environment (e.g., danger, crime, violence, drug use, drug dealing, and graffiti; Aneshensel & Sucoff, 1996) . Elevated levels of emotional distress, including depression, alienation, and anxiety (Conger et al., 2002 (Conger et al., , 2010 , are expected to explain the association between environmental stressors and parenting disruptions. The primary manifestations of parenting disruptions include increases in harshness and inconsistency and decreases in warmth and consistency (Conger et al., 2010) . The assumed universality of these conceptualizations of parenting disruptions is demonstrated by the common approach of combining measures of warmth and (in)consistency with harshness into latent or composited constructs, sometimes called positive parenting (e.g., high warmth and consistency with low harshness) or harsh-inconsistent parenting (e.g., low warmth and consistency with high harshness; Conger et al., 2002; Jocson & McLoyd, 2015; Raver, Gershoff, & Aber, 2007) . So long as scholarship has focused on economic stressors and been predominated by work with European Americans, this conceptualization has appeared to work reasonably well (see Conger et al., 2010 , for a review).
As the model has been expanded to include other types of stressors and apply to other groups, however, the universality of the composited conceptualization has been questioned. Indirectly, some recent research testing FSM hypotheses among diverse groups and focusing on a wide-range of environmental stressors has tended not to rely on composited conceptualizations; instead this work has examined the impact of environmental stressors on unique parenting behaviors separately (Benner & Kim, 2010; Hou, Kim, Hazen, & Benner, 2017; Gutman et al., 2005; Neppl, Senia, & Donnellan, 2016; Taylor et al., 2012) . This trend may reflect more direct questions posed elsewhere regarding the FSM assumption that diverse stressors have universal implications for diverse parenting behaviors (White, Roosa, Weaver, & Nair, 2009 ). Looking across stressors and across diverse behaviors, evidence suggests that unique stressors may have distinct implications for unique parenting behaviors (Hou et al., 2016; Taylor et al., 2012; Zeiders et al., 2016) , in part, depending on whether the focus is on maternal versus paternal caregivers (Benner & Kim, 2010) and upon parents' diverse sociocultural backgrounds (Barajas-Gonzalez & Brooks-Gunn, 2014) . Thus, elevated levels of parental harshness may not be indicative of a stress-induced parenting disruption (a) in the context of different environmental stressor (e.g., neighborhood danger vs. economic hardship), (b) relative to different caregiver roles (maternal vs. paternal), or (c) relative to diverse sociocultural meanings of parental harshness (White, Nair, & Bradley, 2018) .
Harshness-as-Adaptation
Contrary to the harshness-as-disruption perspective advanced by mainstream FSM scholarship (Conger et al., 2010) , culturally and contextually informed models of child socialization advance the potential for a harshness-as-adaptation perspective (García Coll et al., 1996; White et al., 2018) . Accordingly, elevated levels of harshness could represent maternal or paternal adaptations to encountered ecologies (Super & Harkness, 1986) , including aspects of the ecology related to their minority and gendered social positions (García Coll et al., 1996; White et al., 2016) . Culturally and contextually informed models recognize that parent socialization is responsive to ecological circumstances, which signal competence (in terms of competent parenting or competent adolescent development) for a particular group in a bounded environment (Fuller & García Coll, 2010) . In this way, elevated levels of harshness in response to neighborhood danger may not be the result of a stress-induced parenting disruption; they may be an adaptive response to dangerous neighborhoods, one that is capable of protecting youth from adversities (Furstenberg et al., 1993; White et al., 2016) . The harshness-as-adaptation perspective suggests that some parents may use higher levels of harsh parenting in dangerous neighborhoods to protect children from adversities (Furstenberg et al., 1993) . In this case, and contrary to FSM perspectives, increased emotional distress would not explain the positive association between neighborhood stressors and harshness because the reliance on harshness is not the result of a stressprocess. This is not to say that living in dangerous neighborhoods is not stressful; it is to suggest that indicators of emotional distress would not explain the positive association between neighborhood stressors and harshness in the harshness-as-adaptation model.
U.S. Mexican Parents' Harsh Parenting
The role of harsh parenting in the FSM for U.S. Mexican parents is equivocal. Though there are exceptions (Raver et al., 2007) , prior work lends some support to the hypothesis that environmental stressors disrupt parenting behaviors among samples that included substantial proportions of Latino caregivers generally (Jocson & McLoyd, 2015; Mistry, Biesanz, Chien, Howes, & Benner, 2008) , and this sample of U.S. Mexican parents specifically (Gonzales et al., 2011) . In addition, there is cross-sectional evidence that some of these parenting disruptions occur via increases in parents' emotional distress (Jocson & McLoyd, 2015) , even in research focused specifically on U.S. Mexican mothers and fathers, including the current sample (White et al., 2009). Still, most This document is copyrighted by the American Psychological Association or one of its allied publishers.
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of this work either did not examine harsh parenting (Mistry et al., 2008; White et al., 2009) , or composited harsh parenting with other parenting behaviors (Jocson & McLoyd, 2015; Raver et al., 2007) . The one study that specifically examined harsh parenting, found no association between neighborhood stressors and harshness in the current sample of U.S. Mexican mothers and fathers (Gonzales et al., 2011) . Subsequent research with the sample, however, suggests that there is a positive association between neighborhood danger and paternal and maternal harshness, but only for those parents with higher Mexican orientations White et al., 2015) . Within a mainstream harshness-as-disruption framework, the interpretation was that only parents with stronger Mexican orientations were susceptible to the deleterious effects of neighborhood stressors on harsh parenting. The harshness-as-disruption interpretation, however, can be challenged by empirical shortcomings of prior research and by culturally and contextually informed developmental perspectives indicating that harsh parenting may play a different role in diverse community contexts. First, as others have observed (Neppl et al., 2016) , a major empirical limitation of White and colleagues' prior works White et al., , 2015 was that the authors did not examine whether the links between environmental stressors (neighborhood danger) and parenting behaviors (harshness) were explained by emotional distress. According to the harshness-as-disruption perspective, neighborhood stressors should result in elevated parental harshness because they increase parents' depressive symptoms, anxiety, and sense of alienation (Conger et al., 2002 (Conger et al., , 2010 . Culturally, research with parents of color highlights higher reliance on harsh and restrictive parental control techniques found among African Americans (Brody & Flor, 1998; Gonzales et al., 1996) , Asian Americans (Kim, Wang, Orozco-Lapray, Shen, & Murtuza, 2013) , Latinos (Halgunseth, Ispa, & Rudy, 2006) , and U.S. Mexicans (Hill, Bush, & Roosa, 2003) . Indeed, Latino parents' stronger emphasis on familism values, specifically beliefs emphasizing the importance of honorably fulfilling familial duties to provide help and tangible care to kin (Calzada, Tamis-LeMonda, & Yoshikawa, 2013; Knight et al., 2010) and their related desire to teach children about familial solidarity, obedience, and deference have served as explanations for why elevated parental harshness and control may be more normative in Latino families (Calzada, Fernandez, & Cortes, 2010) . Contextually, some research suggests that elevated parental harshness (and similar control techniques) may be an effective parenting strategy in the context of neighborhood adversity (CruzSantiago & Ramirez-Garcia, 2011; Furstenberg et al., 1993; Gonzales et al., 1996) . Finally, high familism values have been found to mitigate the economic stress processes in longitudinal work with this sample of U.S. Mexicans (White et al., 2015) . It seems unlikely that parents' familism beliefs would mitigate in the economic stress-process yet amplify the neighborhood stress process.
It is, therefore, necessary to consider an alternative interpretation for U.S. Mexican parents' harsh parenting. The harshness-asadaptation interpretation suggests that positive associations between neighborhood danger and harshness among highly familistic parents may not be explained by increased emotional distress. Rather, elevated harshness among these parents may be a culturally and contextually informed adaptation to dangerous neighborhoods (Cruz-Santiago & Ramirez-Garcia, 2011; Furstenberg et al., 1993) . Familism beliefs are prosocial beliefs that shape individuals' abilities to put others' needs before their own (familismobligation) and accentuate the family as part of one's self-view (familism-referent; Knight et al., 2010; Knight, Carlo, Basilio, & Jacobson, 2015) . Thus, in the harshness-as-adaptation model, highly familistic parents may be especially capable of responding to neighborhood stressors with heightened harshness. Contrary to their lower-familism counterparts, elevated harshness in response to neighborhood danger may not be mediated by psychological distress among highly familistic parents. Unfortunately, however, without data on emotional distress, White and colleagues could not rule out the harshness-as-disruption explanation in prior work with this sample White et al., , 2015 .
Current Study
We sought to empirically examine the harshness-as-disruption FSM hypothesis, which specifies parental emotional distress as a mediator of the positive association between environmental stressors and harshness. We examined the prospective associations between neighborhood danger (late childhood) and harshness (early adolescence) in a sample of U.S. Mexican mothers and youth and a subsample of fathers and youth from families that were diverse on neighborhood residence, socioeconomic status, generation of immigration, and familism value orientations (Knight et al., 2010; Roosa et al., 2008) . By relying on two waves of data and multiple reporters, we were able to address FSM sequencing (Masarik & Conger, 2017) and reduce the influence of shared method variance. Addressing major gaps in prior work with this sample White et al., , 2015 , we examined whether a measure designed to assess depressive symptomatology in the general population mediated the association between neighborhood danger and harsh parenting and whether these associations were moderated by parents' familism values. Our measure of depressive symptomatology included items assessing depressed mood, anxiousness, and alienation (Radloff, 1977) , the three major dimensions of emotional distress specified in FSM conceptual definitions (Conger et al., 2002 (Conger et al., , 2010 . Finally, because prior research suggests that child gender and parent nativity (see Halgunseth et al., 2006 , for a review) may be important sources of variability in parents' use of harsh parenting, we tested for model differences across these two variables.
Method
Data come from the late childhood (Wave 1) and early adolescent (Wave 2) waves of a study of culture, context, and U.S. Mexican youth and their families (Roosa et al., 2008) . Mexican origin families (N ϭ 749) were recruited from 5th-grade classes in a southwestern region of the United States, interviewed (W1; Fall 2004 -Spring 2006), and reinterviewed 2 years later (W2) when most youth were in the 7th grade. Study procedures, detailed elsewhere (Roosa et al., 2008) , were approved by the institutional review board at the authors' university. We used a stratified random sampling strategy to identify communities served by 47 public, religious, and charter schools throughout the metropolitan area. All study materials were available in English and Spanish. Recruitment materials were sent home with all 5th graders in the schools and interested families were screened for eligibility. Of the eligible families, 73% participated. Informed consent and assent This document is copyrighted by the American Psychological Association or one of its allied publishers.
were obtained from the parents and youth, respectively. Participating family members completed computer assisted interviews and were paid $45 for participating at W1 and $50 at W2. Families (579 were two parent and 170 were single parent, female headed) were screened according to the following criteria: they had a target fifth grader attending a sampled school; the participating mother was the biological mother, lived with the youth, and identified as Mexican or Mexican American; the youth's biological father was Mexican origin; the youth was not learning disabled; and no stepfather or mother's boyfriend was living with the youth (unless he was the biological father). Father participation from two-parent households was optional; 467 (83%) of the 579 eligible (biological and living in the same household as the target youth) fathers participated at W1. In the full sample, 48.9% of the youth were female, the mean age at 5th grade was 10.9 years (SD ϭ 0.46), and 70.2% of youth were born in the United States (29.8% in Mexico). Most, mothers were born in Mexico and interviewed in Spanish (74.4% and 69.9%, respectively). The average family income from a scale of 1 ($0,000 -5,000) to 20 ($95,001ϩ) was 6 ($25,001-30,000/year). In W1, there were 154 neighborhoods (i.e., census tracts) and poverty rates from 0.56% to 68.53%.
1 Of the original 749 families, 710 (95%) were reinterviewed for W2. Preliminary attrition analyses examined whether families who participate in early adolescent interviews (W2) differed on late childhood (W1) child demographic (i.e., gender, age, nativity, language of interview, family annual income), mother demographic (i.e., marital status, age, nativity), and father demographic (i.e., age, nativity) variables from those that did not. Families who participated in W2 did not differ demographically from families who participated in W1. Regarding current study variables, there were no W1 differences between parents who did and did not participate in W2 interviews.
Measures
Neighborhood danger (W1). Parents' perceptions of neighborhood danger were assessed using an English/Spanish language equivalent measure of neighborhood quality (three items; e.g., Your neighborhood is safe for children during the daytime," [reverse-scored]; Kim, Nair, Knight, Roosa, & Updegraff, 2009 ). All items had 5-point, Likert-type responses and averages were calculated. Higher scores indicated more perceived danger. Cronbach's alphas were .89 and .88, respectively, for mothers and fathers.
Depressive symptoms (W1, W2). Consistent with past FSM research (Hou et al., 2016; Mistry et al., 2002) , parents' responded to 20 items from the Center for Epidemiologic Studies Depression Scale (CES-D), designed to assess current level of depressive symptomatology in the general population, including symptoms of depressed mood, difficulty concentrating, fearfulness, sleep disturbance, and alienation. These symptoms "are among those on which a diagnosis of clinical depression is based but which may also accompany other diagnoses," (Radloff, 1977, p. 285) , including anxiety disorders (American Psychiatric Association, 2013; Spitzer, Kroenke, Williams, & Löwe, 2006) . Parents reported how frequent they experienced each item (e.g., you felt . . . depressed . . . fearful . . . that people disliked you) in the last month, ranging from 1 (rarely or none of the time) to 4 (most or all the time). Prior work shows acceptable reliability and validity of this scale in research with Spanish-and English-speaking Latinos (Moscicki, Locke, Rae, & Boyd, 1989) . Across waves and reporters ␣ Ն .88 in the current study. For descriptive purposes, we used alternative scoring (i.e., 0 -3) and a scale cut-off (Ն16; see Moscicki et al., 1989) to identify that at W1 45.9% and 15.9% and at W2 39.7% and 15.8% of mothers and fathers, respectively, were considered at risk for past month clinical depression. Similarly, Moscicki et al. identified U.S Mexican women at greater risk for past week depression than their male counterparts.
Familism values (W1).
We assessed obligation and referent dimensions of familism values using the Mexican American Cultural Values Scale (Knight et al., 2010) . Parents responded to items like "If a relative is having a hard time financially, one should help them out if possible" (obligations; 5-items) and "It is important to work hard and do one's best because this work reflects on the family" (referent; 5 items). Parents rated the degree in which they agreed with each statement from 1 (not at all) to 5 (completely). The two subscales were combined into single familism score based on factor analytic work presented elsewhere . For mothers ␣ ϭ .72; for fathers ␣ ϭ .74.
Harsh parenting (W1, W2). To reduce the shared method variance, we relied on youth report on harsh parenting using a subscale from the Children's Report of Parental Behavior Inventory, which has demonstrated cross-language measurement equivalence in prior work with this sample (eight items; e.g., "Your [parent] screamed at you when you did something wrong;" Nair, White, Knight, & Roosa, 2009; Schaefer, 1965) . Children responded, from 1 (almost never) to 5 (almost always) to items separately for mothers and fathers. For W1 and W2, ␣ ϭ .73 and .76, respectively, for mothers, and ␣ ϭ .76 and .78, respectively, for fathers.
Grouping variables and covariates (W1). Parents reported on their country of birth (1 ϭ Mexico, 0 ϭ United States) and child gender (1 ϭ girl, 0 ϭ boy) and mothers (the required parental participant) reported on annual family income, ranging from 1 (less than or equal to $5,000) to 20 ($95,001ϩ).
Data Analytic Plan
We tested a series of models to explore if elevated scores on the CES-D explained the positive association between neighborhood danger and harsh parenting. First, because this sample has been shown to display elevated levels of familism values (Knight et al., 2010) , we examined the baseline FSM harshness-as-disruption mediational model (see Figure 1 ) in the sample of mother-youth dyads and the subsample of father-youth dyads, ignoring measured variability in familism values. Second, we examined familism as a moderator of the a, b, and c paths in Figure 1 . By estimating the first two interactions, we examined whether highly familistic parents were more susceptible to the stress-process, because they experienced a stronger positive effect of neighborhood danger on depressive symptoms (a path), a stronger positive effect of depressive symptoms on harsh parenting (b path), or both. By examining 1 In the subsample of father-youth dyads, 48.4% of the youth were female, 66.6% were born in Mexico, and their mean age was 10.8 years (SD ϭ 0.47). For fathers, 79.9% were born in Mexico and 76.8% were interviewed in Spanish. The average family income was 7 ($30,001-35,000/year). In Wave 1, there were 125 neighborhoods and poverty rates ranged from 0.78% to 68.48%. This document is copyrighted by the American Psychological Association or one of its allied publishers.
the third interaction (c path), we examined whether a positive association between neighborhood danger and harsh parenting for highly familistic parents remained after taking depressive symptoms into account. Interactive effects on the a and b paths would be consistent with the harshness-as-disruption hypothesis. Alternatively, moderation on the c path would not be consistent with harshness-as-disruption hypothesis for highly familistic parents because it would suggest that the positive association between neighborhood danger and harsh parenting for highly familistic parents could not be explained by elevated depressive symptoms. Any nonsignificant interactions were dropped from the final presented models in favor of parsimony. We used structural equation modeling (SEM) to estimate all hypothesized models and used full information maximum likelihood estimation to address missing data (Enders, 2010) . If there were significant interactions present, they were probed at ϩ1 SD/Ϫ1 SD of the scores on the moderator and graphed (Tein, Sandler, MacKinnon, & Wolchik, 2004) . When the pattern of results did not preclude it, we used the model indirect command to estimate mediated effects. Multiple group analyses were used to test the structural equivalence of the model across parent nativity and child gender. We controlled for income differences and for depressive symptoms and parenting behaviors at the previous waves. To account for the nested nature of the data (families nested within neighborhoods at W1), we used the Mplus command TYPE is COMPLEX. To approximate appropriate causal sequencing and rule out the possibility that observed associations exist because parents with higher depressive symptoms were more likely to perceive danger, we tested an alternative model. Our primary model used W1 neighborhood danger, W1 parental depressive symptoms, and W2 harsh parenting. Our alternative model used W1 neighborhood danger, W2 parental depressive symptoms, W2 harsh parenting. Though the 2-year lag (W1 -W2) may be less than ideal in a population with observed neighborhood mobility (White, Zeiders, Knight, Roosa, & Tein, 2014) , because parents' depressive symptoms may be more reflective of current neighborhood contexts than previous contexts, our alternative model specification was one tool to address causal sequencing and alternative explanations.
Results
Descriptive statistics and correlations are presented in Table 1 . Figure 3 ).
Multigroup and Alternative Model Specifications
Multigroup models indicated that all models were equivalent across parental nativity (mothers:
2 Because the multigroup comparisons were nonsignificant, we explored analytic models that controlled for gender and nativity differences in the dependent variables. These effects were never significant. In the alternative model specifications, the a-path between neighborhood danger (W1) and depressive symptoms (W2; controlling for W1 depressive symptoms) replicated the direction of effects for mothers (B ϭ .03 [.017 ], p ϭ .06) and fathers (B ϭ .03 [.019], p ϭ .10), suggesting findings consistent with our specified directionality. Thus, we retain presentation of the primary specification (as presented for mothers and fathers above), which allowed for the This article is intended solely for the personal use of the individual user and is not to be disseminated broadly.
prospective prediction of harsh parenting (rather than the prospective prediction of depressive symptoms).
Discussion
The FSM has informed a large body of work seeking to document the underlying family processes via which environmental stressors impact youth adjustment. Though multiple reviews have concluded that the FSM applies well to diverse groups, these works have also acknowledged a critical need to conduct investigations of nuances that have surfaced as researchers have tested FSM hypotheses across increasingly diverse populations and contexts (Conger et al., 2010; Masarik & Conger, 2017) . The purpose of the current study was to examine if there was evidence that elevated parental depressive symptoms explained elevated use of parental harshness in the context of neighborhood danger among highly familistic U.S. Mexican parents. Such findings would support mainstream FSM interpretations consistent with harshness-asdisruption perspective. The current findings both confirm and extend prior FSM research in important ways. In terms of confirmation, study findings are somewhat consistent with the notion that some aspects of U.S. Mexican mothers' use of harsh parenting reflect harshness-as-disruption family stress processes. In terms of extensions, our findings also suggest that highly familistic mothers may be using harsh parenting as an adaptation to neighborhood danger. Finally, all study findings generalized across parent nativity and child gender.
Harshness-as-Disruption
The harshness-as-disruption mechanism, which is consistent with mainstream FSM perspectives (Conger et al., 2010) , characterizes higher levels of harsh, punitive parenting as a parenting disruption resulting from increases in emotional distress associated with exposure to dangerous neighborhood environments. We examined this hypothesized explanation for harsh parenting, using a measure of depressive symptoms that included items assessing depressed mood, anxiety, and alienation, among U.S. Mexican mothers and fathers generally, and relative to parents' familism values specifically. Overall, parents' familism values did not play a role in the harshness-as-disruption mediational pathways. Findings demonstrated both similarities and differences across the mother models and father models.
In terms of similarities, both mothers and fathers appeared to find living in dangerous neighborhoods to be a stressful experience that contributes to elevated depressive symptoms. The pattern somewhat replicated when the association was tested both concurrently (primary model) and prospectively (alternate model). In this way, the current findings extend prior, cross-sectional work, focused predominantly on mothers, that has documented similar associations between environmental stressors and indicators of emotional distress with multi-racial-ethnic samples (Jocson & McLoyd, 2015; Mistry et al., 2008) . It also extends prior crosssectional work with this sample of U.S. Mexican mothers and fathers ). Finally, it extends some prospective work focused on other environmental stressors and parental emotional distress among samples that were predominantly European American (Neppl et al., 2016) . For evidence of a harshness-asdisruption interpretation, however, increased levels of emotional distress should mediate the association between neighborhood danger and harsh parenting. Here, our findings were different for mothers and fathers.
Mothers. For mothers, evidence of a mediated effect was equivocal. Neighborhood danger was associated with higher levels of depressive symptoms; depressive symptoms predicted higher levels of harsh parenting. Mothers' depressive symptoms, however, were not a significant mediator, or intervening variable in the association This document is copyrighted by the American Psychological Association or one of its allied publishers. This article is intended solely for the personal use of the individual user and is not to be disseminated broadly.
between neighborhood danger and harsh parenting. Though the mediated effect was not statistically significant according to the model indirect command, which relies upon delta method standard errors (Muthén & Muthén, 1998 -2010 , the pattern of significant pathways has previously been interpreted as consistent with the FSM (Parke et al., 2004) and, depending on the degrees of tolerance for Type I and Type II error rates (Taylor, MacKinnon, & Tein, 2008) , could be considered consistent with mediated effects using other tests of mediation.
The most conservative interpretation of the pattern of findings is that neighborhood danger positively relates to maternal depressive symptoms and that depressive symptoms predict harsh parenting, but that neighborhood danger does not have an indirect, positive effect on harsh parenting via depressive symptoms. A more liberal interpretation is that this pattern of findings is consistent with mediated, or intervening model effects (e.g., Parke et al., 2004) . The sample of mothers was large and prior work suggests that the current study was adequately powered to detect a mediated effect (White et al., 2015) . It is possible that stressors other than neighborhood danger influence depressive symptoms, and, in turn, harsh parenting. Indeed, mothers' depressive symptoms could be influenced by stressors that commonly occur alongside neighborhood danger, including economic pressure, acculturative stressors, and ethnic discrimination (Zeiders et al., 2016) . More work would need to be done to theorize harsh parenting in the context of such stressors and examine cultural variability in such associations. Still, it is also important to consider that there may be evidence of a mainstream FSM harshness-as-disruption effect of neighborhood danger on U.S. Mexican mothers' depressive symptoms and harshness, regardless of the centrality of the family (familism-referent) and the felt obligation to provide stalwart care to children (familismobligations).
Fathers. For fathers, who also experienced higher levels of depressive symptoms in response to neighborhood danger, there was no association between depressive symptoms and harshness. Thus, there was no evidence of a harshness-as-disruption stress process for fathers' harsh parenting. This finding is in contrast to work with this sample documenting that environmental stressors disrupt U.S. Mexican fathers' warmth and consistent discipline via heightened emotional distress, but that work did not examine harshness . It is also in contrast to work with U.S. Chinese fathers that documented associations between depressive symptoms and a measure of hostile parenting that, like the current study focused on harsh and punitive behaviors but, unlike the current study, also included inconsistency (Benner & Kim, 2010) . Finally, it is in contrast to an even broader body of scholarship that focuses on composited parenting constructs (Conger et al., 2002; Jocson & McLoyd, 2015; Raver et al., 2007) . Thus, for U.S. Mexican fathers, harsh parenting may be explained by processes other than stress-induced disruptions. Given the tendency to composite harshness with inconsistency and other parenting behaviors, such research questions merit investigation in other populations.
Harshness-as-Adaptation
The harshness-as-adaptation mechanism, which is consistent with culturally and contextually integrative perspective on the FSM , suggest that positive associations between neighborhood danger and harsh parenting are not explained by increased emotional distress. This perspective characterizes elevated harshness as a culturally-and contextually informed parenting adaptation to dangerous neighborhoods. We empirically explored this association for harsh parenting among mothers and fathers generally, and relative to familism values specifically. Once again, findings were different for mothers and fathers.
Mothers. Consistent with prior work with this sample of U.S. Mexican mothers (White et al., , 2015 , we found that neighborhood danger predicted higher levels of harsh parenting among highly familistic mothers. Extending beyond that work, we found that mothers' depressive symptoms did not explain this association. Thus, among highly familistic mothers, the direct association between neighborhood danger and harsh parenting was not consistent with the harshness-as-disruption perspective advanced by mainstream FSM perspectives (Conger et al., 2010; Masarik & Conger, 2017) . Perhaps highly familistic mothers are using harsh parenting as an adaptation. These highly familisitic mothers may feel that harsh parenting is more normative (Halgunseth et al., 2006) , find the parenting role to be a particularly salient way to define the self, and believe that fulfilling that role involves providing care to children that protects them from harsh and dangerous environments (White et al., 2015) . Under such circumstances, elevated levels of parental harshness could represent maternal adaptations to encountered ecologies (White et al., 2018) . Culturally and contextually informed models of parenting recognize that parent socialization is responsive to ecological circumstances, which signal competence for a particular group in a bounded environment (Fuller & García Coll, 2010) . This harshness-as-adaptation perspectives suggests that highly familistic mothers may use higher levels of harsh parenting in dangerous neighborhoods to protect children from adversities.
Fathers. Contrary to prior cross-sectional work with this sample of U.S. Mexican fathers , we did not find a positive association between neighborhood danger and harsh parenting from late childhood to early adolescence for fathers, or for highly familistic fathers. Family lifecourse perspectives highlight key transitions in families that signal family and parenting changes (Bengtson & Allen, 1993) . Perhaps fathers' familism values produced variability in the association between neighborhood danger and harsh parenting during their children's late childhood but do not relate to continued variability in paternal harshness into their children's early adolescence. Highly familistic fathers' harshness-as-adaption response to neighborhood danger may occur earlier in their children's development, perhaps because their particular minority and gendered social positions are associated with more chronic, long-term patterns of exposure to low-quality neighborhoods (Sampson & Sharkey, 2008) . Consistent with more general calls (Conger et al., 2010) , we suggest that expanding the developmental range of culturally and contextually informed tests of the FSM may prove useful for identifying the mechanisms that explain U.S. Mexican fathers' use of harsh parenting. This recommendation may be even more critical in light of the lack of any evidence of harshness-as-disruption mechanisms for fathers in the current study. This document is copyrighted by the American Psychological Association or one of its allied publishers.
Summary, Future Directions, and Conclusions
By examining whether a measure of depressive symptoms that included symptoms consistent with depressed mood, anxiety, and alienation (American Psychiatric Association, 2013; Radloff, 1977) , explained the positive association between neighborhood danger and harsh parenting for highly familistic U.S. Mexican parents, the current study addressed notable gaps in the FSM literature (Masarik & Conger, 2017; Neppl et al., 2016) . The contributions, however, must be considered alongside important limitations. Advancing beyond prior work with U.S. Mexican parents, we included a direct assessment of parents' depressive symptoms, a key intervening mechanism in FSM scholarship that is focused on harshness-as-disruption perspectives (Barnett, 2008; Masarik & Conger, 2017) . We, however, were not able to include a parallel intervening mechanism for the harshness-as-adaptation perspective. Parents' ethnotheories about what it takes to promote their children's development within dangerous neighborhood environments are a likely intervening mechanism (Super & Harkness, 1986 ), but we are not aware of any quantitative measures of these psychological constructs. Still, some qualitative work suggests that such ethnotheories may explain links between neighborhood adversities and parenting (Cruz-Santiago & Ramírez-García, 2011) . Second, we used multiple reporters and waves to reduce the influence of shared method variance and address some issues of causal ordering. Still, some associations were based on samereporter data. Further, three waves of data, starting earlier in childhood, when harsh parenting is still common (Molnar et al., 2003) , would have offered an even stronger test of study hypotheses. Third, we focused specifically on parental harshness because our prior work suggests that it may play a unique role in the neighborhood stress process . However, emerging conceptual work suggests that there may be numerous parenting mechanisms that are both adaptive and maladaptive responses to environmental circumstances, like neighborhood danger (White et al., 2018) . Relatedly, there is a range of harsh parenting, including behaviors that may not fit the adaptive framework and pose serious risks to youth. Thus, future work should examine additional aspects of parental harshness.
The latest versions of the FSM recognize emotional distress as the primary FSM mechanism linking environmental stressors to disruptions in family functioning, including both parenting and interparental relationship disruptions (Masarik & Conger, 2017) . Earlier FSM research, however, which was based almost exclusively on two-parent households, highlighted interparental relationship disruptions as an alternative mediational mechanism (Benner & Kim, 2010; Conger et al., 1994) . Our study included both single-parent, female-headed households and two-parent households. Thus, we focused on a measure of depressive symptoms as the mediational mechanism that may be especially relevant to families with diverse structures and roles (Barnett, 2008) . Future research may want to consider whether interparaental relationship quality (a) is disrupted by neighborhood danger, or (b) explains associations between neighborhood danger and harsh parenting. Lastly, though our measure of depressive symptomatology assessed some symptoms consistent with anxiety and experiences of alienation (American Psychiatric Association, 2013; Radloff, 1977) , it is not as comprehensive an operationalization of emotional distress as one that included specific subscales assessing depression, alienation, and anxiety. Future research may want to include a more comprehensive assessment of emotional distress (Conger et al., 2002 (Conger et al., , 2010 .
We presented harshness-as-disruption and harshness-as-adaptation as competing interpretations of U.S. Mexican parents' use of harsh parenting in the context of neighborhood danger. Though we interpret the direct positive association between neighborhood danger and harsh parenting for highly familistic mothers as more consistent with a harshness-as-adaptation perspective, it is important to note that living in a dangerous neighborhood was associated with higher depressive symptoms for all mothers and fathers (regardless of their levels of familism values) and that elevated levels of depressive symptoms predicted higher harsh parenting for mothers. This pattern of findings suggests that it may be important to consider that, for highly familistic mothers, harsh parenting reflects both harshness-as-disruption and harshness-as-adaptation processes. The combined perspectives may be a better reflection of the lived reality. This combined interpretation is also consistent with cultural-developmental models highlighting structural inequalities that filter families of color into lower-resourced, more stressful environments, but simultaneously recognize that families' and communities' adapting cultural systems support parenting responses to these circumstances (White et al., 2018) . Such adaptations may not preclude, or rule-out stress processes, but rather happen alongside of them. In light of these findings, practitioners may emphasize services targeting reductions in parental depressive symptoms, rather than in harsh parenting; communities may emphasize policies that reduce neighborhood danger. Advancing FSM research that incorporates relevant cultural and contextual theorizing (White et al., 2015 and frameworks (García Coll et al., 1996) can shed more light on the complex mechanism through which parents come to use more punitive parenting behaviors with their adolescents.
